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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-5 are objected to because of the following informalities: the use of 
parentheses in claims 1 and 5 are improper since parentheses are used only for the 
reference character (see MPEP 608.01 (M)). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

~&-r>*+3. —r The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 24-26 recite the limitation "The machine read medium" and "The machine 
medium", respectively in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 24-26 recites "The machine read 
medium" and "The machine medium". Claims 24-26 neither include any computer 
hardware component(s) nor positively recite, that the cited software program are stored 
on a computer medium that can be read by a machine. As such, claims 11-16 are 
directed toward software per se, which is non-functional descriptive material and non- 
statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1 -1 4, 1 6, 1 8-25, 27, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Wooten (U.S. Patent 6,947,014). 

As for claim 1 , Wooten discloses a system comprising: a computing device 
(computer) including a plurality of ports (i.e. the ports connecting to eyewear 20, mouse, 
power source) (see [0018] and [0023]); 

a primary display device (i.e. primary display of the computer) coupled to a first 
port (i.e. the connection between the computer and the primary display interface the 
enable proper display function) of the computing device (see [0018]); 

a human interface device (HID) (10) (see Fig. 1) detachably coupled to a second 
port of the computing device (i.e. video connector 30 attachable to the computer) (see 
[0023]); 

and video privacy logic coupled to the computing device (the complementary 
software and hardware necessary for enabling the auto blanking system that works on 
connection of the eyewear 20 to the computer), the first port and the second port (i.e. 
the primary display for the computer is connected to the CPU of the computer differently 
with respect to the eyewear 20, which is connected concurrently with the primary 
display) to disable the primary display device (i.e. allows image to no longer seen in the 
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computer screen) and route video display data to the HID when the video privacy logic 
detects a user has coupled the HID to the second port (this function is understood as 
the blanking system functions by replacing the primary display with the eyewear display 
which reroute the display interface and display it privately) (see [0018],[0019] and 
[0023]). 

As for claim 6, this claim differs from claim 1 only in that the phrase "video 
privacy logic" recited in claim is substituted bf the phrase "a video driver". Wooten 
teaches "auto blanking system" that allows the image to no longer be seen on the 
computer screen. This read on the limitation on "a video driver" as recited in the claim. 

As for claim 12, this claim differs from claim 1 only in that claim 1 is apparatus 
whereas claim 12 is method. Method claim 12 is broader than apparatus claim 1. Thus 
it is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to the apparatus claim 1 . 

As for daim 19, Wooten teaches a method, comprising: coupling an HID to a port 
of a computing device (i.e. video connector 30 connected to computer system) (see 
[0018],[0023]); 

sending video display data to the HID (i.e. the video signal is displayed) (see 
[0019]); and 

viewing the video display data in a private manner in a public place (i.e. the auto 
blanking is set in and the private display replaces the primary display) (see 
[0018],[0023]). 
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As for claim 23, this claim differs from claim 12 only in that the limitation "a 
machine readable medium having instructions stored therein which when executed 
cause a machine (i.e. computer) to perform a set of operations" is additionally recited. 
Since Wooten teaches computer system performs the same function as applicant's 
disclosed device (see [0018], [0019] and [0023]); thus the computer system of Wooten 
would include computer readable medium stored instructions to operate the function of 
"privacy" viewing the video image on the screen. 

As for claims 2 and 7, Wooten teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the HID 
(10) is a privacy device (i.e. private eyewear-based display system) (see [0019]). 

As for claims 3 and 8, Wooten teaches the system of claim 2, wherein the privacy 
device comprises: a head mounted display (10) (see [0019], [0020], [0021]). 

As for claims 4, 9 and 20, Wooten teaches the system of claim 3, wherein the 
head mounted display (10) is one of video glasses and video goggles (i.e. video signal 
is displayed by a miniature liquid crystal display) (see [0019]). 

As for claim 5 and 10, Wooten teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the HID is 
coupled to the second video port via a wireless connection (see [0024]). 

As for claim 1 1 , Wooten teaches the system of claim 6, wherein the first port is a 
video port (i.e. the first port is the connection for the primary display that does not afford 
private viewing which will be video capable since the private eyewear display replacing 
it has the video input signal, there fore the first port must be a video port) and the 
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second port is an auxiliary port (i.e. the private eyewear display is a peripheral device, 
by definition auxiliary in nature) (see [001 9]). 

As for claims 13 and 24, Wooten teaches a method of claim 12, further 
comprising: enabling the HID (i.e. private eyewear display is engaged when it is 
attached to the computer it is enabled to operate in place of the primary display) (see 
[0018]). 

As for claims 14 and 25, Wooten teaches the method of claim 13, wherein 
enabling the HID comprises: sending a signal to a video driver of the computing device 
to start sending video display data to the HID (see [0019]). 

As for claims 16, 22 and 27, Wooten teaches the method of claim 12, further 
comprising: enabling the primary display device when the privacy device is uncoupled 
from the port of the computing device (i.e. the operation of the device already contain 

the method) (see [0018]). 

As for claims 18 and 29, Wooten teach the method of claim 16, further 
comprising: monitoring whether the privacy device continues to be coupled to the port 

(i.e. the operation of the device already contain the method) (see [001 8]). 
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As for claim 21 , Wooten teaches the method of claim 19, further comprising: 
disabling a primary display of the computing device automatically when the HID is 
coupled to the port of the computing device (see [0018]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 0. Claims 1 5, 1 7, 26, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wooten (U.S. Patent 6,947,014) in view of Eck and et al (U.S.P.G. Pub 
2002/0045484). 

As for claim 15, note the discussion of Wooten above, Wooten teaches the 
method of claim 12, wherein disabling the primary display device comprises: sending a 
signal to a video driver of the computing device to one of stop sending video display 
data to the primary display device, send blank screen data to the primary driver (i.e. the 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/81 3,536 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2609 

operations of the device already contain the method) (see [0018]) but does not teach 

send splash screen data to the primary driver such that the primary display device 
displays a splash screen. Eck teaches send splash screen data to the primary driver 
such that the primary display device displays a splash screen (see [0139]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have used the splash screen of Eck in addition in the 
primary display during the blanking period of Wooten so that a user can briefly view the 
primary information before viewing the detail of the content information, thereby 
enhancing the functionality of displaying information (see Eck [0139]). 

As for claim 17, Wooten teaches the method of claim 16. wherein enabling the 
primary display device comprises: sending a signal to a video driver of the computing 
device to one of start sending video display data to the primary display device, stop 
sending blank screen data to the primary display device (i.e. the operations of the 
device already contain the method) (see [0018]). Eck teaches sending splash screen 
data to the primary display device (see [0139]). 

Claim 26 is analyzed as previously disclosed with respect to claim 15 because it 
recites the same limitations. 
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Claim 28 is analyzed as previously disclosed with respect to claim 17 because 
they recite the same limitations. 

Conclusion 

Cheston et al. (US Patent 6944867) is cited to teach the PLUG AND PLAY 
feature of a personal computer system. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Calvin Ma whose telephone number is (571)270-1713. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chanh Nguyen can be reached on (571)272-7772. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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